From: "Write your regresentative” <writerepfheoc-wwwb,house.gov> A
Date: 5/6/200¢ 6:01:49 PM

Tc: INC1IMABmail.house.gov Felo
Subject: WriteRep Responses

DRTE: May 6, 2006 5:40 PM
NEME : Bob Gutzmer

ADDR1: 3424 E. 21st ave
ADDRZ:

ADDR3:

CITY: Lake station CC' 96-45
STRTE: Indiansz .

ZIF: 46405-1108

PHONE:

EMAIL: ReGutzmer@hotmail.com

nsec:

.5, House cf Representatives
256 Rayburn Hcuse Office Building
Washington, DT 205.5-0001

Representative Fete Visclosky
U.s
22=

Dear Representative Visclesky,

Az somecne who 15 csncerned about increased taxes and telephone
fees, 1 opposc Federal Communications Commission (FCC} Chairman
Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way monies are collected
for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martin 1s proposing a change in the Universal 3Service
Fund (USF) collection methodology from a "pay-~fcr-what-you-use”
system To a "monthly flat-fee.” The flat-fee system would result
in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of
low-volume, long-distance users in the U.5. Shifting the funding
burden of the USF away from high volume users -- iike big
businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users --
students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income
residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman
Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax
increase of zs much as $707 million for 43 million of
low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting
them know that your constituents have contacted you to oppose a
USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued work.
I lock forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

fincerely,

Bob Gutimer

3424 E. Z21st ave

Lake station, Indiana 46405-1108
[

FCC General Email Box




From: "Write your representative"™ <writerep@heoc-www6.house.gov> e D
Date: 5/7/2006 3:31:32 AM i -

To: INOlIMA@mail.house.gov
Subject: WriteRep Responses

DATE: May 7, 2006 03:10 AM
NAME : David Bowers

ADDR1: Z£1% Spring St.
ACDRZ:

ADDR3:

CITY: Portage 5
STATE: Indiana . 96.1-“
ZIP:  46368-2270 cc.

PHONE :

EMRIL: tutrid4B&msn.com

msqg:

Recresentative Pete Visclosky

1.3. House of Representatives

2256 Rayburn House Office Building
Washingten, DC 20515-0C01

Dear Representative Viscloesky,

Rs someone who is concerned about increased taxes and tclephone
fees, I oprose Federal Ccmmunications Commission (FCC; Chairman
Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way monies are collected
for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is propesing a change in the Universal Service
Fund (USF) collection methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use"”
system to a "monthly flat-fee.” The flat-fee system would result
in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and fcr millions of
low-volume, long-distance users in the U.8. Shifting the funding
burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like big
businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users --
students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income
residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman
Martin to rethink his flat-fec plan. It is a de-facto tax
increase of as much as $707 million for 43 million of
low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting
them know that your constituents have contacted you to oppose a
USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued work.
I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

David Bowers

2419 Spring St.
Portage, Indianz 46368
cc.

FCC General Email Box

ELTIAK:




From:
Date:

"Write your representative

/5/2006 1:02:48 PM

Te: INO1IMARmail.house.gov
Subject: WriteRep Responses

CATE:
NAME :
AEDDR1:
ADDRZ:
ALDR3:
CITY:
STATE:
ZIP:
PHONE :
EMAIL:
msg:

May 5, Z200€& 1:02 PM
craig rothman
324 j=fferson ave.

chesterton
Indiana
46304-3235

ccccresfaocl.com

Representative FPete Visclosky
U.5. Hcuse of Representatives

2256 Rayburn House 0ffice Building

Washington, DC 20515-00C01

Near Representative Viscloesky,

As someone who is concerned about increasec taxes and telephone
I oppose Federal Communications Commission
Martin's plans to change the way monies are collected

fzes,

Kevin J.

fzr the Universal Service Fund.

060 U4%

<writereplfheoc-www6.house.gov>

cC. 2545

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service

Fond (USE)
system tc a

collection methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use"
"menthly flat-fee.” The flat-fee system would result

in forced phone bi:l hikes for me -- and for millions of

low-volunme,

burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like big
businegses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users --
students, prepaid wireless users,
residential and rural consueers—- 1s unfair. I urge Chairman
to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax
increase of as much as $707 million for 43 millien of

Martin

low=-volume,

long-~distance users in the 0U.5S.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting

them know that your constituents have contacted you to oppose a

(FCC} Chairman

leng-distance users in the U.S. Shifting the funding

senior citizens and low-income

USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued werk.
I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

crailg rothman
324 jefferson ave.
chesterton, Indiana 46304

cC!

CC General Email Box

I
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From: "Write your representative <writereplheoc-wwwb.house.gov> X
Date: 5/5/2006 10:32:51 AM Ml i
To: INOlIMAGmail.house.gov . '
Subject: WriteRep Responses ECC 0
DATE: May 5, 2006 10:11 AM

NAME: ©Dawn Platt

ADDR1: E007 Duluth St

ADDRZ2:

ADDR3:

CITY: Hignland

STATZ: Indizna

ZIP: 46322-13112 5
PHONE ; cg ﬂ‘;@ma
EMATIL: plattville@sbcglcbal.net B

msg:

Representative Fetc Visclosky

U.5. House of Representatives

225%6 Rayburr House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Dzar Representative Visclosky,

I am writing you To express a serious concern 1 have with a
proposal in front of the Federal Communications Commission
{FCC) . FCC Crairman Kevin Martin would like to change the
collection systenm for the Universal Service Fund (USF) in a way
tnat would increase my monthly phone bill. 1 pay my fair share
cf taxes and I'm upsct that a plan asking me - and millions of
Americans - to pay more than our fair share is even a
cecnsideration,

If you shift the Universal Service Fund collection method to a
flat-fee, those cf us who use little or no long distance are
really going to suffer. Some of us will be paying up to 1000%
more each month than we do today. Public data proves that the
current USF collecticon method is stable and neot in a funding
crisis - at $7.1 billion I feel that the USF is big enough.
There is no reason to switch to a flat-fee system that burdens
those it was created to help while offering tax breaks to big
businesses and high volume users.

I ask for your assistance in letting the FCC and Chairman Martin
krnow how much this flat- fee proposal would hurt your
constituents. There are cther ways to make the USF system work
without saddling MILLIONS of Americans with a tax increase we
don't deserve. Thank you for your continued work and I look
forward to hearing from ycu on this matter.

Sincerely,

Dawn Platt
8007 Duluth 5t
Highland, Indiana 46322-1312
T e )
kTGS recq 0 'F
,JSIA§3€IESE




Frem: "Write your representative" <writereplheoc-www6, house.gov>
Date: 5/14/2006 9:33:49 pPM

Tc: INC1IMA@mail.house.gov o
Subject: WriteRep Responses R iz

DATE: May 4, 2006 9:29 PM )
NAME: K MCOLNAR Lo
EDDRL: 2709 Cawpri: Dr

ADDRZ:

LODCR3:

CITY: Schererville

STRATE: Indilana

ZIP: 46375-2465
CC: 96-45

EMAIL: temkatmoBsbegliobal.net
msq:

Fepresentative Pete Visclosky

1.5, House of Representatives

2256 Rayourn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Dear Reprasentative Visclosky,

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone
tees, 1 orpose Fed=ra. Communications Commission {(FCC) Chairman
Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way nwonies are collected

for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martain is proposing a change in the Universal Service
Fund {iI5F) ccliection methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use®
system to a “menthly flat-Zfee.” The flat-fee system would result
in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of
low-volume, long-distance users in the U.5. Shifting the funding
buzden of the USF away from high volume users -- like big
businesses ~- and placing the weight on low-volume users =--
students, prepaid wireless users, senior citirzens and low-income
residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman
Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facte tax
increase of as much as $707 million for 43 million of
low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting
them know that your constitusnts have contacted you to oppose a
USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued work.
I lock forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

K MOLNAR

2709 Capri Dr

Schererville, Indiarna 46375
cc:

FCC General Email Box

o o e v
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From: "Write ycur representative™ <writereplheoc-wwwé,house.gov>

Date: 5/14/2006 5:04:18 PM
To: INO1IMAGmail.house.gov
Subject: WriteRep Responses

DATE: Mey 4, 2006 4:42 PM
NAME: Mary Anrnne Koeh_' er
ADDR1: 211 Beacon DR
ADDRZ -

ADDR3:

CITY: Hobart

STATE: Indiana

2Ie: 18342-2€21

PHCONE:

EMATI: mkcehlerfsteelworkers-usw.org
msg:

Represertative Pete Visclosky

1.8, House cf Representatives

2256 Rzyburn Houszs Cffice Bullding
Washingten, OC 205315-C001

Dear Representative Yisclosky,

CC: 96-45

I am writing ycu to express a serious concern I have with a
proposal in frent of the Faderal Communications Commission
{FCCy. UCC Chairman Kevin Martin would like to change the

collscricn system for the Universal Service Fund

that weulc increase my monthly phone bill.

(USE)
I pay my fair share

in a way

of taxes and I'm upset that a plan asking me - and millions of
Americans - to pay more than our fair share is even a

consideration.

1f you shiftr the Universal 3ervice Fund collectiecn method to a
flat-fee, those of us who use little or no long distance are
really going to suffer. Some of us will be paying up to 1000%
more each meonth than we do today. Puklic data proves that the
current USF cellection method is stable and not in a funding
crisis - at $7.1 billion 1 feel that the USF is big enough.
There is no reason to switch to a flat-fee system that burdens
those it was created to help while cffering tax breaks to big

businesses and high volume users.

1 ask for your assistance in letting the FCC and Chairman Martin
know now much this tlat- fee proposal would hurt your
constituents. There are other ways to make the USF system work
without saddling MILLIONS of Americans with a tax iccrease we
don't deserve. Thank you for your continued work and I look
forward tc hearing from you on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mary Anne Koehler
211 Beacon DR
Hobart, Indiana 46342

WG Cres re

istABCDE
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From: "Write your representative <writerep@heoc-wwwé.house.gov> T 5
Date: 5/5/2006 12:02:35 AM s
To: INC1IMAGmail.house.gov WAY o
Subiect: WriteRep Responses e
Federgl o

LR B A

DATE: May 4, 2006 11:51 PM

WAME: William Dillard

ADCR1: 2947 glenwood st

ADCRZ :

ADDR3:

CITY: portage

STATE: Indiana CCI 96-45
Z1P: 46368-3412 .
PHOME :

FMATL: william dillard@ccmcast.net

msg:

Reprasentative Pete Visclosky

U.5. House of Representatives

2256 Ravburn Fouss Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-03001

Dear Representative Visclosky,

O am writing you tc express ¢ serious ceoncern I have with a
proposal in front of the Federal Commnunications Commission
{FCCY. FCC Chalrman Kevin Martin would like to change the
collection system for the Universal Service Fund (USF) in a way
tnat would incrcase my monthly phone bill, I pay my fair share

of taxes and I'm upset that a plan asking me - and millions of
Americans - to pay more than cur fair share is even a
consideration.

If you shift the Universal Service Fund collection method to a
flat-fee, those of us who use little or no long distance are
really going to suffer. Some of us will be paying up to 1000%
more each month than we do teday. Public data proves that the
current USF collecticn method is stable and not in a funding
crisis - at $7.1 billion I feel that the USF is big enocugh.
There is no reason to switch to a flat-fee system that burdens
those it was created to help while cffering tax breaks to big
busines=zes and high volume users.

I ask for your assistance in letting the FCC and Chairman Martin
<now how much this flat- fee preoposal would hurt your
constituents. There are other ways to make the USEF system work
w.thout saddling MILLIONS of Americans with a tax increase we
don't deserve. Thank you for your continued work and I look
forward to hearing from you on this matter.

Sincerely,

William Dillard
2942 glenwoocd st
portage, Indiana 46368-3412 “aa. 01 GCpi0s iechT‘_? )

LUStABCDE
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From: "Write your representative”
Date: 5/9/2006 1:01:59% AM
Tc: INO1IMAGmail.house.gov
Subject: WriteRep Responses

<writerep@heoc-wwwé.house.gov>

DATE: May 9, 2006 0C:40C AM
NAMZ: Walter Dunivan
ADDR1: 302 Erie St.

ADDR2: ] 96_45
ADDR3: Gc .

CiTY: Valparaiso

STATE: Indiana

ZIP: 46383-4849
PHONE :

EMATIL: wd aefyahoo.com
msg:

Representative Pete Visclosky

J.8. House cf Representatives

2256 Rayburn House QOffice Building
washington, DC 20515-0001

Dear Representative Visclosky,

As someone whe i35 cencerned about increased taXes and telephone
fers, I oppose Federal Communications Commission {FCC) Chairman
Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way monies are coilected

for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service
Fund (USF} collection methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use”
syslem to a "monthly flat-fze."” The flat-fee system would result
in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millicns of
low-volume, long-distance users in the U.8. Shifting the funding
burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like big
businesses -~ and placing the weight on low-volume usergs --
students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income
residential and rural consumers—- 13 unfair. I urge Chairman
Martin to rethink nis flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax
increase of as much as $707 million for 43 million of
low-voliume, long-distance users in the 0.5,

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting
them know that your constituents have contacted you to oppose a
USF numpers or flat-fee plan. Thank yocu for your continued work.
1 look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,
Walter Dunivan
302 Erie St.

Valparaiso, Indiana 46383

cc:
FCC General Email Box JJ,QEQEﬁQSi@Cﬁ CD T 25
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From: "Write your representative” <writerep@heoc-wwwb.house.gov>
Cate: 5/6/2006 11:01:55 AM
To: INOLIMA@mMail.house.gov
Subject: WriteRep Responses

DATE: May 6, 2006 10:41 AM
NAME : Flora Cavinder
ADDRL: 18100 n 400 w

ADDRZ:

ADCR3:

CITY: Wheatfield

STATE: Indizna ™~ .~
ZIF:  46392-8842 - d3“45
PHONE

EMATIL: seniorchick@myway.com
msq:

Xepresentative Pete Visclosky

U.S5. House of Representatives

2256 Rayburn Hcuse Cff ce Building
Rashington, 2C 20515-CC01

Lear Representative Visclosky,

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone
fezs, I oppose Federal Ccmmunications Commission (FCC) Chairman
Kevin J. Martirn's plans to change the way monies are collected
for the Universal Scrvice Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service
Tund (USF) collection methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use"
system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system would result
in forced pnone bill hikes for ame -- and for millions of
low-volume, long-discance users in the U.S. Shifting the funding
turden of the USF away from high volume users -- like big
businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users --
students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income
residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman
Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax
increase of as much as $707 million for 43 millicn of
low-volume, long-distance users in the U.5.

Fiease pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting
them know that your constituents have contacted you to oppose a
USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued work.
1 look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Flora Cavinder

18100 n 400 w

Wheatfield, Indiana 46352
CcC:

FCC General Email Box

.2 Coplas rec'd. (O 3
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From: "Write your representative” <writerep@heoc-wwwé, house.gov>
Dace: 5/9/2006 2:01:36 AM

To: INO1IMA@mail.house.gov
Subject: WriteRep Responses

fay
eaﬂ@ﬁcbﬁhﬂ

DATE: May 9, 2006 01:40 aM

MAME: Ashley Gordon '00
ADDR1: 1009 Merriliville Rd %’96 *
BDDRZ :

ADDRZ:

CITY: Crown Pt

STATE: Indiana

ZiP: 46307-2501

PUONE :

EMAIL: cloudbfzrmsdyzhco.com

msq:

Representative Fete Visclosky

0.S5. House cf Representatives

2256 Rayburn Eouse Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Near Representztive Visclosky,

Zlease read the bottom of this letter- which is personally from
Te.

As somecne who 1s concerned zbcut increased tzxes and telephone
fees, I oppose Federal Communications Cormission (FCC) Chairman
Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way monies are collected
for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a c¢hange in the Universal Service
Tund (JS7) collection methodoleogy from a "pay-for-what-you-use"
system to a "monthly flat-fee."” The flat-fee system would result
in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of
low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S. Shifting the funding
burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like big
businesses —- and placing the weight on low-volume usevs --
students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income
residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman
Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-factoc tax
increase of as much as $707 million for 43 million of
low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concerns te the FCC on my behalf, letting
them know that your constituents have contacted you to oppose a
USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued work.
I look forward te hearing about your position on this matter.

I would like to add that I am a single Mom and a student and I
unly use my wireless phone when I absclutely need it. Raising
taxes will hurt me personally because it is all I can do to
afford it now. I work, go to school and raise a child on my own-
that is enough. Please consider this in your decision making- go
after all these dead beat Dads in the world that don't help us
with our kids instead cf passing things that hurt those of us




trying to maks it

Sincerely,

Ashlzy Gordon
1009 Merrillville

Crown Zt, Indiana
CC:

FCC General Email

in this world. Thanks for your consideration

Rd
46307

Box
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Daze: 5/10/2006 10:32:35 AM
To: INO1IMA@mail .house.gov
Subject: WriteRep Responses

From: "Write ycur representative” <writerep@hecc-wwwW6.house.gov> ﬂ@qy 2 o if

DATE: May 10, 2006 10:10 BRM
NAME : ed wills

ADDR1: pob 5554

ADDRZ :

ADDR3: . 96'&5
CITY: lake station cc-

STATE: Indiara

zIio: 46405-0554

PHAONE :

EMALL: cdopehighRexcite.com
mse:

Eepresertative Pete Visclosky

U.&. touse of Representatives

2256 Rayburn House Office Buliding
Washingteon, DC 20515-0001

Jear Representative Visclesky,

As somecne who is concerned about 1ncreased taxes and telephone
fees, I oppose Fzderal Commuinications Commission {(FCC) Chairman
=evin J. Martin's plans to change the way monies are collected
for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service
Fund (USF} collection methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use”
system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system would result
in forced phone bill nikes for me -- and for millions of
low-volume, long-distance users in the U.5. Shifting the funding
burden of the USF away Zrom high volume users -- like big
businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users —-
students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income
residential and rural consumers-- 1s unfair. I urge Chairman
Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. Tt is a de-facto tax
increase of as much ss $707 milliion for 43 million of
low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S5.

Please pass aiong my concerns to the FCC on my benalf, letting
_hem xnow that your constituents have contacted you to oppeose a
USE numbers orx flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued work.
T look forward to hearing about your pesition on this matter.

Sincerely,

ed wills
pob 3554
lake station, Indiana 46405
co:
7CC General Email Box i .

U l0os ey O ¥
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From: "Write your representative"” <writerep@heoc-www6.house.gov>
Date: 5/9/2006 6:C3:10 PM

To: INOL1IMAGmail.house.gov

Subject: WriteRep Responses

DATE: May 8, 2006 5:40 PM

NAVE: Elizabeth Carr cc: %‘545

PRDDR1: €28 W. Weston St. %W
EDCRZ:

ADDR3:

CITY: Rensse.aer

STATZ: Indiana

ZIP: 47578-2257

FHONE :

EMAIL: kbcarr3778fyahoo.com
rsg:

Represesntative Pete Visclosky

U.S. House of Representatives

2256 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Cear Representative Visclosxy,

ks someone who is concerned about increascd taxes and telephone
fezs, I oppose Federal Communicaticns Commission ({FCC}! Chairman
Kevin J. Meartin's plans to change the way monies are collected
for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service
Fund (USF) cecllection methodolegy from a "pay-for-what-you-use"
system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system would result
in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions cof
low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S3. Shifting the funding
burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like big
businesses ~- and placing the weight on low-volume users --
students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income
residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman
Martin to rethinkx hig flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax
increass of as much as $707 million for 43 million of
low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S§.

Please pass along my concerns toc the FCC on my behalf, letting
them know that your constituents have contacted you to oppose a
USF numbers or flazt-fee plan. Thank you for your continued work.
I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sircerely,

Elizabeth Carr

628 N. Weston §t.
Rensselaer, Indiana 47978
cc:

FCC General Email Box




